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Note from the Editor 
 
This special issue of EASTM is dedicated to the first intense intercivilisational 
encounter between Western and Chinese sciences during the late Ming and early 
Qing period. With Catherine Jami acting as guest editor the four articles col-
lected and introduced by her deal with selected issues of this important phase in 
the history of Chinese sciences. Hsu Kuang-Tai 徐 光 台 provides an extensive 
and comprehensive discussion on the rise of the concept of the “four elements 
(yuanxing 元 行) as ti 體 (substance) and five phases (xing 行) as yong 用 (func-
tion)” as it was used by Matteo Ricci (1552-1610) in his attempt to introduce the 
Four Aristotelian Elements into Chinese cosmology and natural philosophy.  He 
shows that this was based on a cross-cultural borrowing and appropriation of the 
notion of the “four forms (xiang 象) as ti (substance) and the five phases (xing) 
as yong (function)” – a concept that had been developed by the philosopher and 
cosmologist Shao Yong 邵 雍 (1011-1077) during the eleventh century. The 
articles by Shi Yunli and Lü Lingfeng investigate important episodes and events 
in the history of Chinese astronomy. Shi Yunli 石云里 gives a detailed account 
on the complex process of the production, publication and reception of Nikolaus 
Smogulecki (Mu Nige 穆 尼 閣, 1611-1656) and Xue Fengzuo’s 薛 鳳 祚 (1600-
1680) Tianbu zhenyuan 天 步 眞 原 (True Principles of the Pacing of the Heav-
ens), i.e. the work by which Chinese astronomers and scholars for the first time 
came in contact with elements of Copernican heliocentrism. Shi Yunli makes 
clear that the dissemination of this new knowledge was severely handicapped by 
both the unofficial status and the bad quality of Smogulecki and Xue’s books. Lü 
Lingfeng 吕 凌 峰 shows how around 1731 the Jesuits’ precision in the predic-
tion of solar and lunar eclipses was dramatically improved and thus contributed 
decisively to the final victory of European astronomy in China. Nonetheless, 
astronomy continued to be a pragmatic tool for fulfilling the ritual and political 
role of the imperial Bureau of Astronomy and did not become a branch of know-
ledge that aimed to explore the real principles of the celestial motions through 
careful observation. In her own contribution, Catherine Jami explores the rela-
tionship between Western learning and imperial scholarship by concentrating on 
the Kangxi emperor’s scientific interests. The emperor considered mathematics, 
in particular, as the key to mastering a number of technical fields, and the means 
by which he could get a personal grip on matters regarded as crucial for state-
craft, while at the same time showing him in full control of the Qing empire. In 
addition, Catherine Jami urges for a distinction between “science as action” and 
“science as discourse”. These two concepts, she argues, may be useful to the 
modern historian for distinguishing between different modes of scientific atti-
tudes adopted or held by various social groups or actors during the Qing period. 
An instance of “science as discourse” is the eighteenth-century integration of the 
sciences into evidential scholarship, while the specialised officials’ work on 
reforming the calendar and mapping the empire should be considered as exam-
ples of “science as action”. 
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The four papers published in this issue were first presented at the 11th Inter-
national Conference on the History of Science in East Asia, held by our society 
in Munich, Germany, from August 15-20, 2005. We are happy that this issue of 
EASTM could be finished just shortly before the 12th International Conference 
in Baltimore, which, no doubt, will produce similar highlights in the field.   
The publication of these four articles and two book reviews would not have 
been possible with the intensive collaboration of the guest editor, the authors, the 
anonymous referees, and my editorial collaborators in Cambridge and Tübingen. 
As four of the three articles came from Chinese scholars for whom English is a 
much more distant language than for us, the final revising by John Moffett was 
particularly intensive this time. To him and to all the other collaborators and 
contributors mentioned we owe our gratitude for this new issue of EASTM.  
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NEW WEBSITE FOR ISHEASTM! 
 
Please note that our society has a new website much superior to the old one! To 
see it, please go to: 
 
www.nri.org.uk/ISHEASTM.html 
 
 
